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Box No. I Basis of the report 



1 . With regard to the language, this report is based on the international application in the language in which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

I 1 This report is based on translations from the original language into the following language , 

which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of: 

I | international search (under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)) 

I | publication of the international application (under Rule 12.4) 

I | international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 and/or 55.3) 

2. With regard to the elements of the international application, this report is based on (replacement sheets which have been 
furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report) : 

CX] the international application as originally fued/furnished 
the description: 

pages 1-40 as originally filed/furnished 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on 



the claims: 

pages 41-44 as originally filed/furnished 

pages* NONE as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on 



DKI the drawings: 

pages 1-10 „ as originally riled/furnished 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on . 

I | a sequence listing and/or any related table(s) - see Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing. 

3. | 1 The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

I | the description, pages 

j | the claims, Nos 

I | the drawings, sheets/fig&_ 



I | the sequence hsting (specify): 

j i any table(s) related to the sequence listing (specify):. 



4. This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments annexed to this report and listed below had not been made, 

since they have been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 

I I the description, pages 

[ | the claims, Nos. 



I 1 the drawings, sheets/figs 

I I the sequence hsting (specify): - 



I I any table(s) related to the sequence hsting (specify):. 



* If item 4 applies t some or all of those sheets may be marked "superseded. " 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Claims 1^14 YES 

Claims NONE NO 

Inventive Step (IS) Claims 6, 12 and 14 : YES 

Claims 1-5, 7-11. and 13 NO 

Industrial Applicability (IA) Claims M4 YES 

Claims NONE NO 



2. Citations and Explanations (Rule 70.7) 
Please See Continuation Sheet 
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Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 



The following defects in the form or contents of the international application have been noted: 

Claim 2 is objected to under PCT Rule 66.2(a)(iii) as containing the following defect(s) in the form or contents thereof: The claim 
states 'The method o.f claim* it should state 'The method of claim'. 
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V. 2. Citations and Explanations: 

Claims 1-5, 7-11 and 13 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Birru et al in view of Naimpally. 
[claim 1] 

As shown in Figure 2, Birru et al teaches the use of a standard (302) and a robust (307) stream for use in a transmission 
system (300). The streams are mpeg-2 compatible packet streams (paragraph [0029] and [0040]). As further shown in Figure 2, 
Birru teaches the generating of a composite signal (320). Birru does not specifically teach the encoding process or the delaying of one 
signal over the other and the decoding of the signal based on an error. Naimpally teaches the mpeg encoding process as shown in 
Figure 3 A. Naimpally further teaches the delaying of one signal over the other as shown in Figure 4. Naimpally teaches the decoding 
is determined based on the error (channel switching), in which, the standard signal is used during an error and the robust signal is 
used otherwise in order to prevent a delay in visuals to a viewer (Col 4 Lines 25-45). It would have been obvious to employ the 
method of Birru with the method of Naimpally as Naimpally provides a means for presenting a signal in a mpeg-2 compatible packet 
stream and Naimpally provides a means of preventing a delay in visuals to a viewer, 
[claim 2] 

As shown above, Birru teaches the channel encoding of the signals (320, Fig. 2). Birru suggest the signals to be in an mpeg-2 
packet format but does not teach the specific steps to obtain the desired format. Naimpally teaches the steps of mpeg encoding (1 10) 
and packetizing (114) as shown in Figure 3A. It would have been obvious to employ the method of Birru with the method of 
Naimpally as Naimpally teaches the method of obtaining the mpeg-2 packetized streams as required by the method of Birru. 
[claim 3] 

Birru teaches the standard stream is 8-VSB modulated (Paragraph [0030]). Birru does not teach the method of modulating the 
stream. Naimpally teaches the mpeg stream is modulated (320) as shown in Figure 3 A. As shown above, it would have been obvious 
to employ the method of Birru with the method of Naimpally as Naimpally teaches the steps to produce the stream required by Birru. 
[claim 4] 

As shown above for the rejection of claims 3, Birru requires the streams to be in an mpeg-2 packetized format (paragraph 
[0040]). Naimpally teaches the mpeg encoding (110) and packetizing (114) as shown in Figure 3A. It would have been obvious to 
employ the method of Birru with the method of Naimpally as Naimpally teaches the steps to produce the mpeg stream required by 
Birru. 
[claim 5] 

Birru further teaches the robust stream is 4-VSB or 2-VSB modulated (Paragraph [0031]). 
[claim 7] 

Birru teaches the standard stream is backwards compatible (Paragraph [0021], and [0043]-[0044]). Birru teaches the 
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Supplemental Box 



generating of the composite signal (320) as shown in Figure 2. Birru does not specifically teach the robust signal being delayed. 
Naimpally teaches the delaying of the robust signal as shown in Figure 4, in order to provide the standard signal for quick decoding 
(Abstract). It would have been obvious to employ the method of Birru with the method of Naimpally in order to provide the standard 
signal first for quick decoding during an error situation, 
[claims 8-11] 

Birru teaches the use of a receiver for receiving the composite signal (Paragraph [0021] and [0064]). Birru does not 
specifically show a receiver. Naimpally teaches the receiver performing the reverse operations of the encoder as shown in Figure 3B. 
It would have been obvious to employ the receiver of Birru with the decoding method of Naimpally in order to reverse the encoding 
processes performed in the encoder, 
[claim 13] 

As shown above Birru teaches the use of a receiver (paragraph [0043]-[0044]). Birru does not teach the selection of a stream 
based on an error. As shown above for claim I, Naimpally teaches the selection of a stream based on an error (change of channel) as 
required by claim 13 (Col 4 Lines 25-45). 
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